
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 
PUBLIC HEARING - February 9 ,  1972 

Appeal No. 11044 Pres ident  & Direc tors  of Georgetown College,  appe l l an t s .  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, appel lee .  

Upon motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  the  
following Order was entered  a t  t he  meeting of  the  Board on May 16, 1972. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - May 22, 1972 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal t o  cons t ruc t  t he  Georgetown Univers i ty  Hospi ta l  
Concentrated Care Center a s  an add i t ion  t o  the  Georgetown Univers i ty  Medical 
Complex and f o r  roof s t r u c t u r e s  i n  accordance wi th  Sec t ion  3.308, a t  3800 
Reservoir  Road, N.W., Lot 1, Square 1321, be GRANTED. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The property i s  loca ted  i n  the  R-3 D i s t r i c t .  

2. The ,proposed add i t ion  cons i s t s  of Ground Floor  ,plus Floors 
One through S i x  above and Basement, .plus two o the r  l e v e l s  below the Ground 
Floor.  The e l e v a t i o n  above D.C. datum po in t  i s  256 f e e t ,  8 inches (maximum 
height  permit ted f o r  Hospi ta l  s h a l l  not extend above e l e v a t i o n  273 f e e t  
D.C. datum po in t . )  

3. Applicants have shown a t  the  hear ing  t h a t  they comply wi th  
the  provis ions  of Sec t ion  3101.46 of t he  Zoning Regulations which provides 
f o r  t he  establ ishment  o r  enlargement of co l l ege  o r  u n i v e r s i t y ,  including 
u n i v e r s i t y  h o s p i t a l .  

4. Applicants have f i l e d  wi th  the  Planning Commission and t h i s  
Board ,plans f o r  develo.ping the  campus a s  a  whole showing the  loca t ion ,  
he ight  and bulk  where appropr i a t e ,  parking and loading f a c i l i t i e s ,  a t h l e t i c  
and o the r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  and a d e s c r i p t i o n  of a l l  a c t i v i t i e s  con- 
ducted o r  t o  be conducted t h e r e i n  and the  capaci ty  of  a l l  .present and 
proposed campus development . 

5. Applicants do not seek r e l i e f  i n  t h i s  appeal f o r  i n t e r im use 
of land.  

6 .  The National Cap i t a l  Planning Commission has recommended 
approval o f  t he  app l i ca t ion .  

7. The o f f i c i a l s  of the app l i can t  and t h e i r  consu l t an t  .presented 
f a c t s  t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  the  Unit  Pod Design i s  the response t o  medical ca re  
requirements t o  ,permit d i r e c t  v i s u a l  observa t ion  of a l l  p a t i e n t s  from the  
nurse ' s  s t a t i o n .  

8. T r a f f i c  consul tan t  f o r  app l i can t  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t he  Univer- 
s i t y  had provided s u b s t a n t i a l  o f f - s t r e e t  parking and t h a t  access  t o  t h e  
Concentrated Care Center would not  c r e a t e  t r a f f i c  condi t ions  which would 
adversely a f f e c t  the surrounding neighborhood and t h a t  t he re  would be 
adequate parking f o r  t he  personnel i n  the  new Concentrated Care Center.  
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9. Representa t ive  o f  a p p l i c a n t  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t h e  Concentrated 
Care Center  w i l l  be funded through f e d e r a l  g r an t s  and i s  designed t o  
i nc rease  t h e  l e v e l  o f  medical ca re  as  w e l l  a s  t o  provide emergency c a r e  
f o r  major c a t a s t r o p h i e s  which occur  i n  t h e  a r e a  from time t o  time. 

10. The Georgetown C i t i zens  Assoc ia t ion  appeared i n  oppos i t i on  
t o  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n  on t h e  grounds t h a t  t h e  campus p lan  f o r  Georgetown 
Un ive r s i t y  has  no t  been approved. The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  from the  B u r l i e t h  
C i t i z e n s  Assoc ia t ion  appeared and voiced no oppos i t i on  t o  t he  proposed 
add i t i on .  They reques ted  t h a t  t h e  Un ive r s i t y  seek  means o f  encouraging 
v i s i t o r s  and o t h e r s  t o  t h e  Hosp i t a l  t o  use t h e  e x i s t i n g  parking f a c i l i -  
t i e s .  

OPINION : 

Upon t h e  evidence and testimony i n  t h i s  c a s e ,  t h e  Board i s  
o f  t h e  op in ion  t h a t  t h e  proposed use i s  not  l i k e l y  t o  become ob jec t ionab le  
t o  neighboring proper ty  by reason  o f  no i se ,  t r a f f i c ,  number of  s t uden t s  
o r  any o t h e r  cond i t i ons ,  and t h a t  t he  provis ions  of  S e c t i o n  3101.46 
of  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions have been met. 

The case  i s  gran ted  i n  o rde r  t h a t  t h e  Concentrated Care 
Center  can go forward w i t h  cons t ruc t ion .  However, o t h e r  a p p l i c a t i o n s  
under Sec t ion  3101.46 w i l l  no t  be approved by t h e  Board u n t i l  a  campus 
,plan i s  approved. 

The s u b j e c t  except ion  w i l l  be i n  harmony w i t h  t h e  generaPpurpose  
and i n t e n t  o f  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions and Maps and w i l l  no t  tend t o  a f f e c t  
adverse ly  t h e  use of  neighboring p r o p e r t i e s  i n  accordance w i t h  s a i d  
Zoning Regulat ions and Maps. Fu r the r ,  t h e  g ran t ing  of  t h i s  appea l  i s  
not  an approval  of t h e  a p p e l l a n t  ,proposed campus plan. 

I n  v o t i n g  t o  g ran t  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  t h e  Board wishes t o  s t a t e ,  
aga in ,  t h e i r  view t h a t  t h e  proper ,planning of  Georgetown Un ive r s i t y  
Campus and ,pro,per handl ing of highways and t r a f f i c  ac ros s  and ad j acen t  
t o  t h e  Campus r e q u i r e s  a  thorough, unobs t ruc ted ,  north-south roadway 
through t h e  Campus and we s h a l l  s o  vo t e  i n  t h e  Georgetown Un ive r s i t y  
Campus case.  

The Board i s  cognizant  t h a t  i t s  Rules of  Procedure a t  t h e  
t ime o f  t h e  hear ing  on t h i s  m a t t e r  d i d  no t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  provide f o r  
cross-examinat ion,  b u t  t h a t  t h e r e  was no s p e c i f i c  r eques t  f o r  an 
oppor tun i ty  t o  cross-examine made o r  denied. I f  any person p a r t i c i p a t i n g  
i n  t h i s  proceeding b e l i e v e s  t h a t  he has been pre jud iced  by t h e  l a c k  
of an oppor tun i ty  t o  cross-examine, t he  Board i s  d i sposed  t o  e n t e r t a i n  
a  motion t o  reopen t h i s  case  t o  permit cross-examination. Such a  
motion should be made w i t h i n  f i f t e e n  (15) days from the  d a t e  of  
t h i s  f i n a l  dec i s ion .  The motion should i d e n t i f y  t h e  w i tnes se s  t o  
be cross-examined, a s  w e l l  a s  t h a t  p o r t i o n  o f  h i s  testimony t o  be  
sub jec t ed  t o  cross-examinat ion.  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  r e f e r ence  t o  t h e  
t r a n s c r i p t  o f  proceedings w i l l  be h e l p f u l .  Copies of  t h e  t r a n s c r i p t  
a r e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  i n s p e c t i o n  by t h e  pub l i c  i n  t he  Of f i ce s  of  t he  Zoning 
Commission, D i s t r i c t  Bui ld ing ,  Room 1 1 A ,  1 4 t h  & E S t r e e t s ,  N.W., between 
8:15 A.M. and 4:45 P.M. The motion should be forwarded t o  t he  Board i n  
c a r e  of  t h i s  address .  



A p p e a l  No.  11044 
P a g e  T h r e e  

BY ORDER OF THE D.C. BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTmNT 

ATTESTED : 

BY: , 
I 

/GEORGE A. GROGM 
d c r e t a r y  of  the 5 o a r d  

THAT THE ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF S I X  MONTHS 
ONLY UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING AND/OR OCCUPANCY PERMIT I S  F I L E D  
WITH THE DIRECTOR OF INSPECTIONS WITHIN A PERIOD OF S I X  MONTHS AFTER 
THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF T H I S  ORDER. 


